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Abstract
This study deals with the issue of the presumption of the validity of the
administrative decision, as one of the most important factors affecting the evidence
before the administrative judge. Where it comes as a natural result to enable the
administration of practicing its activity effectively through taking administrative
decisions unilaterally and assuming its issuing legally valid , in order to ensure the
functioning of public utilities and achieve the public interest.
The presumption of the validity of the administrative decision is a simple
presumption that accepts proof of the opposite, but it added to the administrative
decision an importance that appears in particular when the individual addressed to
him appeals to the competent administrative judiciary, where he bears the burden of
proving that the decision is incorrect, according to the general rule that states that
The evidence is on the one who claimed, and therefore the individual appellant
stands in the position of the plaintiff in the lawsuit, in contrast to the administration,
which is in the position of the defendant, which is easier and smoother in terms of
the burden of proof.
The subject of the study derives its importance from the importance of the
administrative decisions themselves, as they represent the effective and quick legal
means to enable the administration to carry out its activity, in addition to the fact
that the absence of a special system for evidence in the administrative case gives the
research more importance to clarify the role of the judge in proof, with the Taking
into account that considerations of the principle of legality and the rule of law
require permanently activating judicial oversight over the validity and legality of
administrative decisions.
The main research problem is summarized in clarifying the concept of the
presumption of validity of the administrative decision, the legal basis on which it is
based, and how this presumption affected the position of the two parties in the
administrative case in terms of bearing the burden of proof, the role of the
administrative judge in the proof process, and the extent of his success in restoring
the balance between the two parties.
In this study, the analytical approach was followed, by studying the presumption of
the validity of the administrative decision with all its provisions and effects,
analyzing the texts related to the conduct of judicial procedures in the
administrative judiciary, and analyzing the administrative jurisprudence related to
the subject of the research, and this study was divided into two chapters. The first
chapter was devoted to talking about the fundamental aspect of the presumption of
the validity of the administrative decision, and the nature of the evidence in the
administrative case. As for the second chapter, it dealt with the practical aspect of
the presumption of the validity of the administrative decision, starting from its
impact on the evidence, leading to its removal with the issuance of the final
annulment ruling.
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